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annual discussion, as in Germany; the figure was fixed for ten
years. In financial affairs, the ministry renounced the system of
chronic deficit and loans: it re-established the balance by taxes
and a partial bankruptcy under form of a tax on the interest of
government bonds. The ministry was always supported in the
Chamber of the Reichsrath by a majority composed of German
liberals and great landowners. But the Slavic national parties
offered a vigorous resistance which finally defeated the ministry.

The Czech party refused to sit in the Bohemian Diet, In the
declaration of August, 1868, the Czech nation set forth its theory
and claims: between the Emperor, its hereditary King,^nd the
" political nation of Bohemia " exists a contract renewed at each
succession by the King's coronation oath and the representatives*
oath of homage. The Kingdom of Bohemia iff joined to Austria
only by a dynastic union (which would expire with the dynasty);
it preserves its " historic and rightful individuality." This con-
stitutional relation cannot be changed legally except " by a new
contract between the King of Bohemia and the lawful representa-
tives of the people." No outside representative body, not even
the Reichsrath, has the right to impose a debt or taxes on Bo-
hemia. The Hungarian compromise has robbed the Constitu-
tion of 1860-61 of all value. Bohemia could no longer recognise
the Reichsrath, which now represented only "a chance group
without' historical foundation." The constitutional contest can-
not be settled except by an agreement between the King and the
people.

The Czechs took toward the Emperor exactly the same atti-
tude that the Hungarians had taken previous to 1867, They,
too, claimed the position of an independent nation in the name of
"historic right" and "personal union." They too demanded
the reconstitution of the Middle-Age kingdom by the reunion of
the three " countries under the crown of Wenceslaus " (Bohemia,
Moravia, Silesia). It was the same historic theory, the same
tactics: to recognise the Emperor by the title of King only, and
to refuse to enter into relations with the other countries of the
Empire. But the actual situation was not the same. The Mag-
yars had always been self-governing; the absolutist system at-
tempted after 1849 had been too short-lived to disorganize them;
they had found themselves still intact, with their aristocracy still
national, and had unanimously decided to repulse any form
of foreign government. The Czechs had had their reaction in
1620, and their centralization had already endured two and a half